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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the amendment filed on 4/3/07. Claims 1,11,21,4 
22 were amended. Claims 1-24 are pending and represent method and server system 
for establishment of network connections. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3: Claims 1 , 1 1 , 21 4 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. Examiner could not find anywhere in the specification disclose 
the claim limitation such as "wherein the alias is automatically displayed by the browser 
without user input". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Regarding claim 10, the phrase "greatest" renders the claim indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the limitation(s) following the phrase are part of the claimed 
invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). Appropriate correction is required. 

6. Claims 1, 1 1, 21 & 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. It's unclear to the examiner how the alias is 
automatically displayed by the browser without the user input? After the user selected 
and actuate the link? If the method already displayed an alias for the address of the 
server then what is the purpose of "automatically displayed the alias by the browser 
without user input"? It's unclear how this is done and in what order and condition? 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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7. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bates Patent No. 6,751 ,777 B2 in view of Kolsky, Patent No. 2003/0028599 A1 . 

Bates teaches the invention as claimed including multi-target links for navigating 
between hypertext documents and the like (see abstract) 

8. As to claim 1 , Bates discloses that a method of providing a sub-page comprising 
the steps of: 

sending to the client, with a copy of a first web page, a link which points to an 
address of a server on which a copy of the sub-page is hosted (figure 6; col 5, lines 54- 
66; col 6, lines 15-50; col 7, lines 25-35; Bates discloses that the method of utilized 
multi-target links to navigate to the user which responses to input received from a user); 

actuating the link (figure 4-6; col 9, lines 13-40; Bates discloses that the method 
of generating follow links in response to a user directing input to the display 
representation of a hypertext link); and 

displaying, at the client by way of a browser , an alias for the address of the 
server on which the copy of the sub-page is hosted at the client (figure 23; col 1 , lines 
54-60; col 9, lines 25-68; Bates discloses that the method of displaying the list of URL 
and bookmark which is the same as alias of the addresses); 

But Bates failed to teach the claim limitation wherein the alias is an address of a 
web page which is to serve the client; and wherein the alias is automatically displayed 
by the browser without user input. 

However, Kolsky teaches method and. system for a communication scheme over 
heterogeneous networks (see abstract). Kolsky teaches the limitation wherein the alias 
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is an address of a web page which is to serve the client; and wherein the alias is 
automatically displayed by the browser without user input (page 2, paragraph 11, 13-19; 
page 5, paragraph 51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bates in view of Kolsky so that the system would be able to 
establish the method of displaying the alias and also connect that alias to the 
appropriate address by validating the alias. One would be motivated to do so to 
improve the cyclic redundancy check. 

9^ As to claim 2, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 1 
wherein a plurality of links are provided, each pointing to a different address, and each 
different address being an address of a different server on which a copy of the sub-page 
is hosted (col 7, lines 25 - col 8, lines, 60; col 13, lines 5-41; Bates discloses that the 
method of providing multi-target link of the bookmark list which provides the multiple 
navigational targets responsive to a given user input). 

10. As to claim 3, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 1 , 
wherein the alias is an address of a server which is adapted to translate the alias into an 
address of a server on which a copy of the sub-page is hosted (col 7, lines 25-35; Bates 
discloses that the method of navigate to one or more of a plurality of available targets 
which identified by its storage location URL or filename, path and other manners of 
addressing a document). 

11. As to claim 4, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 1 
wherein the alias is displayed on a graphical user interface of a program running on the 
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client which is adapted to enable user navigation of the Internet, and wherein the alias 
corresponds to a first URL that is different from a second URL corresponding to the 
address of the server on which the cope sub-page is hosted (col 23, lines 1-20; Bates 
discloses that the method of displayed the pop-up menu, which connected with the link 
type and list of URL's that are displayed when the pointer is disposed over the display 
representation of the hyperlink). 

12. As to claim 5, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 2 
further comprising the steps of: 

(a) determining, on the basis of a predetermined criterion, whether actuation of 
the link has been successful in obtaining the sub-page (figure 6 & 11; col 10, lines 1-24; 
Bates discloses that the method of based on the particular type of link activated by a 
user, the link type of a particular link may be determined from the user's setting to be 
display on the user representation); 

(b) if not, actuating another of the links; and repeating steps (a) and (b) until the 
first to occur of: all of the links have been actuated; and actuation of a link has been 
successful in accordance with the predetermined criterion (figure 6 & 1 1 ; col 10, lines 
48-50; col 11, lines 43-54; Bates discloses that the method of passing the block to 
determined whether additional URL's remain to be processed in the link if the document 
was not successfully retrieve). 

13. As to claim 6, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 5 
wherein the alias displayed is the same for each o f the links actuated (col 7, lines 25- 
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67; col 8, lines 61-67; Bates discloses that the method of displaying the list of targets for 
a particular bookmark such as URL and point to the same location). 

14. As to claim 7, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 5 
wherein the predetermined criterion is whether, within a predetermined period of time, a 
predetermined step in a process of establishing connection with a server has been 
reached (col 14, lines 8-15; Bates discloses that the method of updating the pre- 
determined criteria to display the target links). 

15. As to claim 8, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 7 
wherein the predetermined step is completion of a connection with a server (col 6, lines 
15-50; Bates discloses that the method of responding the user's input to display the 
activated links or retrieve documents from multiple location). 

16. As to claim 9, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 2 
further comprising the steps of: 

actuating each of the links simultaneously (col 3, lines 21-30; Bates discloses 
that the method of displaying multi-target link based on user requested or activated the 
link); 

on the basis of a predetermined criterion, selecting one of the actuated links, and 
terminating all of the others (figure 9; Bates discloses that the method of removing the 
links). 

17. As to claim 10, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 9 
wherein the predetermined criterion is the greatest progress in establishing full 
connection with one of the servers after a specified interval of time following 
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simultaneous actuation of all links (col 6, lines 15-50; Bates discloses that the method of 
established the connection with the server). 

18. As to claim 1 1 , Bates discloses that a method of operating a web server to 
provide a sub-page comprising the steps of: 

receiving, from a client via a browser , a request for a first web page hosted on 
the server (col 3, lines 21-30; Bates discloses that the method of response to the user 
requested or when user activated the links); 

sending to the client, with the first page, a link which points to an address within 
the Internet of a further server hosting a copy of the sub-page (figure 6; col 5, lines 54- 
66; col 6, lines 15-50; col 7, lines 25-35; Bates discloses that the method of utilized 
multi-target links to navigate to the user which responses to input received from a user); 
and 

sending with the first web page instructions which are executable upon actuation 
of the link to cause a browser pie program to display an alias of the address of the 
further server (figure 23; col 1, lines 54-60; col 9, lines 25-68; Bates discloses that the 
method of displaying the list of URL and bookmark which is the same as alias of the 
addresses), 

wherein the alias of the address of the further server is different from the address 
of further server (col 7, lines 25 - col 8, lines, 60; col 13, lines 5-41; Bates discloses that 
the method of providing multi-target link of the bookmark list which provides the multiple 
navigational targets responsive to a given user input). 
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But Bates failed to teach the claim limitation wherein the alias is an address of a 
web page which is to serve the client: and wherein* the alias is automatically displayed 
by the browser without user input. 

However, Kolsky teaches the limitation wherein the alias is an address of a web 
page which is to serve the client; and wherein the alias is automatically displayed by the 
browser without user input (page 2, paragraph 11, 13-19; page 5, paragraph 51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bates in view of Kolsky so that the system would be able to 
establish the method of displaying the alias and also connect that alias to the 
appropriate address by validating the alias. One would be motivated to do so to 
improve the cyclic redundancy check. 

19. As to claim 12, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 1 1 
wherein a plurality of links are sent to the client with the first page, each pointing to a 
different predetermined address within the Internet, each predetermined address being 
an address of a further server hosting a copy of the sub-page, and the instructions are 
executable upon actuation of each link (col 23, lines 1-20; Bates discloses that the 
method of displayed the pop-up menu, which connected with the link type and list of 
URL's that are displayed when the pointer is disposed over the display representation of 
the hyperlink). 

20. As to claim 13, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 1 1 , 
wherein the alias is an address of a server adapted to translate the alias to an address 
of one of the further servers (col 7, lines 25-35; Bates discloses that the method of 
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navigate to one or more of a plurality of available targets which identified by its storage 
location URL or filename, path and other manners of addressing a document). 

21. As to claim 14, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 12 
comprising the step of: 

(a) determine on the basis of a predetermined criterion, whether actuation of the 
link has been successful in obtaining the sub-page (figure 6 & 11; col 10, lines 1-24; 
Bates discloses that the method of based on the particular type of link activated by a 
user, the link type of a particular link may be determined from the user's setting to be 
display on the user representation); 

(b) if not, to actuate another of the links; and repeat steps (a) and (b) until the first 
to occur of: all of the links have been actuated; and actuation of a link has been 
successful in accordance with the predetermined criterion (figure 6 & 11; col 10, lines 
48-50; col 1 1 , lines 43-54; Bates discloses that the method of passing the block to 
determined whether additional URL's remain to be processed in the link if the document 
was not successfully retrieve). 

22. As to claim 15, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 14 
wherein the links are actuated in a predetermined order established prior to dispatch 
from the web server (figure 1 1; col 7, lines 25 - col 8, lines, 60; col 13, lines 5-41; Bates 
discloses that the method of providing multi-target link of the bookmark list which 
provides the multiple navigational targets responsive to a given user input). 

23. As to claim 16, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 15 
wherein the alias displayed is the same for each of the links actuated (col 7, lines 25-67; 
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col 8, lines 61-67; Bates discloses that the method of displaying the list of targets for a 
particular bookmark such as URL and point to the same location). 

24. As to claim 17, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 15 
wherein the predetermined criterion is whether, within a predetermined period of time, a 
predetermined step in a process of establishing connection with a further server has 
been reached (col 14, lines 8-15; Bates discloses that the method of updating the pre- 
determined criteria to display the target links). 

25. As to claim 18, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 17 
wherein the predetermined step is completion of a connection with a further server (col 
6, lines 15-50; Bates discloses that the method of responding the user's input to display 
the activated links or retrieve documents from multiple location). 

26. As to claim 19, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 12 
comprising the step of: 

actuate each of the links simultaneously (col 3, lines 21-30; Bates discloses that 
the method of displaying multi-target link based on user requested or activated the link); 

select, on the basis of a predetermined criterion, one of the actuated links, and 
terminate all of the others (figure 9; Bates discloses that the method of removing the 
links). 

27. As to claim 20, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 19 
wherein the predetermined criterion is the greatest progress in establishing full 
connection with one of the further servers after a specified interval of time following 
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simultaneous actuation of all links (col 6, lines 15-50; Bates discloses that the method of 
established the connection with the server). 

28. As to claim 21 , Bates discloses that a web server adapted to respond to a 
request from a client via a browser by: 

sending to the client a copy of a first web page and to include with the first web 
page a plurality of links each of which points to a different predetermined address within 
the Internet, each predetermined address being an address of a further server (figure 6; 
col 5, lines 54-66; col 6, lines 15-50; col 7, lines 25-35; Bates discloses that the server 
of utilized multi-target links to navigate to the user which responses to input received 
from a user), 

the web server being adapted to send with the first web page and in response to 
said request, instructions executable, upon actuation of one of the plurality of links, to 
instruct a browser program in the client to display an alias of the predetermined 
address, wherein the alias of each of the predetermined addresses is the same server 
(figure 23; col 1 , lines 54-60; col 9, lines 25-68; Bates discloses that the server of 
displaying the list of URL and bookmark which is the same as alias of the addresses), 
and 

wherein the alias is different from any of the predetermined addresses (col 7, 
lines 25 - col 8, lines, 60; col 1 3, lines 5-41 ; Bates discloses that the server of providing 
multi-target link of the bookmark list which provides the multiple navigational targets 
responsive to a given user input). 
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But Bates failed to teach the claim limitation wherein the alias is an address of a 
web page which is to serve the client: and wherein the alias is automatically displayed 
by the browser without user input. 

However, Kolsky teaches the limitation wherein the alias is an address of a web 
page which is to serve the client: and wherein the alias is automatically displayed by the 
browser without user input (page 2, paragraph 11, 13-19; page 5, paragraph 51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bates in view of Kolsky so that the system would be able to 
establish the method of displaying the alias and also connect that alias to the 
appropriate address by validating the alias. One would be motivated to do so to 
improve the cyclic redundancy check. 

29. As to claim 22, Bates discloses that a method of obtaining a sub-page from a 
website comprising the steps of: 

requesting from a web server a copy of a first web page (col 3, lines 21-30; Bates 
discloses that the method of response to the user requested or when user activated the 
links); 

actuating a link on the first web page which points to an address within the 
Internet of a further server hosting a copy of the sub-page (figure 4-6; col 9, lines 13-40; 
Bates discloses that the method of generating follow links in response to a user 
directing input to the display representation of a hypertext link); and 

actuating code associated with the link to cause a browser program am to 
display an alias of the address of the further server, wherein the alias corresponds to a 
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first URL-that is different from a second URL corresponding to the address of the further 
server on which the copy of the sub pate hosted (col 23, lines 1-20; Bates discloses that 
the method of displayed the pop-up menu, which connected with the link type and list of 
URL's that are displayed when the pointer is disposed over the display representation of 
the hyperlink). 

But Bates failed to teach the claim limitation wherein the alias is an address of a 
web page which is to serve the client: and wherein the alias is automatically displayed 
by the browser without user input. 

However, Kolsky teaches the limitation wherein the alias is an address of a web 
page which is to serve the client: and wherein the alias is automatically displayed by the 
browser without user input (page 2, paragraph 11, 13-19; page 5, paragraph 51 ). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Bates in view of Kolsky so that the system would be able to 
establish the method of displaying the alias and also connect that alias to the 
appropriate address by validating the alias. One would be motivated to do so to 
improve the cyclic redundancy check. 

30. As to claim 23, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 2, 
wherein the sending step comprises: displaying, based on a random selection, which of 
the plurality of links is to be actuated when the link on the first web page is selected by a 
user at the client (figure 23). 

31. As to claim 24, Bates and Kolsky disclose that the method as recited in claim 23 
comprising: 
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sending, to a second client, a copy of the first web page with a link which points 
to the address of another server on which the copy of the sub-page is hosted (figure 6; 
col 5, lines 54-66; col 6, lines 15-50; col 7, lines 25-35; Bates discloses that the method 
of utilized multi-target links to navigate to the user which responses to input received 
from a user); 

actuating the link sent to the second client (figure 4-6; col 9, lines 13-40; Bates 
discloses that the method of generating follow links in response to a user directing input 
to the display representation of a hypertext link); and 

displaying, at the second client, a second alias for the address of the another 
server on which the copy of the sub-page is hosted (figure 23; col 1 , lines 54-60; col 9, 
lines 25-68; Bates discloses that the method of displaying the list of URL and bookmark 
which is the same as alias of the addresses), 

wherein the second alias of the another server is the same as the alias of the 
server (col 7, lines 25-67; col 8, lines 61-67; Bates discloses that the method of 
displaying the list of targets for a particular bookmark such as URL and point to the 
same location), and 

wherein the address of the another server is different from the address of the 
server (col 7, lines 25 - col 8, lines, 60; col 13, lines 5-41; Bates discloses that the 
method of providing multi-target link of the bookmark list which provides the multiple 
navigational targets responsive to a given user input). 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 4/3/07 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In response to Applicant's argument, the Patent Office maintains the 
rejection. In the remarks, the applicant argues in substance that; A) Bates does not 
disclose an alias corresponding to an address of a server which adapted to translate the 
alias into an address of a server on which a copy of the sub-page is hosted; B) Bates 
does not teach or suggest that once a document is retrieved from a first URL that has 
been actuated, subsequent URLs are not actuated; C) Bates does not teach or suggest 
determining whether a connection has been established with a server within a 
predetermined period of time; D) Bates does not teach the predetermined criterion is the 
greatest progress in establishing full connection with one of the servers after a specified 
interval of time following simultaneous actuation of all links; E) Bates does not teach or 
suggest plurality of links each pointing to a different predetermined address within the 
Internet, each predetermined address being an address of a further server hosting a 
copy of the sub-page; F) Bates does not teach or suggest an alias being an address of 
a server that is adapted to translate an address of one of further servers; G) Bates does 
not teach or suggest of random selection of links to be actuated when a link on a web 
page is selected by a user. 

In response to A); Applicants argue that Bates does not teach an alias 
corresponding to an address of a server which adapted to translate the alias into an 
address of a server on which a copy of the sub-page is hosted. In response to 
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Applicant's argument, the Patent Office maintains the rejection because Bates does 
teach an alias corresponding to an address of a server which adapted to translate the 
alias into an address of a server on which a copy of the sub-page is hosted (col 7, lines 
25-35; Bates discloses that the method of navigate to one or more of a plurality of 
available targets which identified by its storage location URL or filename, path and other 
manners of addressing a document). Moreover, Bates discloses that the method of 
displaying the alias name for the particular link other than the address of the server. 
Therefore, Bates meets the claim limitation. 

In response to B); In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to 
show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
applicant relies (i.e., once a document is retrieved from a first URL that has been 
actuated, subsequent URLs are not actuated) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). The claimed only claimed to determined whether 
actuation of the link has been successful in obtaining the sub-page and if not, would 
actuating another of the links. Therefore, this argument is invalid. 

In response to C); Applicants argue that Bates does not teach determining 
whether a connection has been established with a server within a predetermined period 
of time. In response to Applicant's argument, the Patent Office maintains the rejection 
because Bates does teach determining whether a connection has been established with 
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a server within a predetermined period of time (figure 7 & 8; col 1 1 , lines 60 - col 12, 
lines 55; Bates discloses that the method of updating the pre-determined criteria to 
display the target links). Moreover, Bates discloses that the method of recording the 
period of time which call ping time for various targets of the hypertext document being 
display and also set the predetermined amount of time for the time-out condition to re- 
direct or display the selected link. Therefore, Bates meets the claim limitation. 

In response to D); Applicants argue that Bates does not teach the predetermined 
criterion is the greatest progress in establishing full connection with one of the servers 
after a specified interval of time following simultaneous actuation of all links. In 
response to Applicant's argument, the Patent Office maintains the rejection because 
Bates does teach the predetermined criterion is the greatest progress in establishing full 
connection with one of the servers after a specified interval of time following 
simultaneous actuation of all links (col 6, lines 15-50; Bates discloses that the method of 
established the connection with the server). Moreover, Bates discloses the method of 
established the connection with the server regardless whether it is the greatest process 
or not, because of the indefinite language of the claim. Therefore, Bates meets the 
claim limitation. 

In response to E); Applicants argue that Bates does not teach plurality of links 
each pointing to a different predetermined address within the Internet, each 
predetermined address being an address of a further server hosting a copy of the sub- 
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page. In response to Applicant's argument, the Patent Office maintains the rejection 
because Bates does teach plurality of links each pointing to a different predetermined 
address within the Internet, each predetermined address being an address of a further 
server hosting a copy of the sub-page (col 3, lines 20-30; col 23, lines 1-20; Bates 
discloses that the method of displayed the pop-up menu, which connected with the link 
type and list of URL's that are displayed when the pointer is disposed over the display 
representation of the hyperlink). Moreover, Bates discloses that the method of activates 
a particular multi-target link and display the alias to the user other than the actual 
address to the server based on the criteria. Therefore, Bates meets the claim limitation. 

In response to F); Applicants argue that Bates does not teach suggest an alias 
being an address of a server that is adapted to translate an address of one of further 
servers. In response to Applicant's argument, the Patent Office maintains the rejection 
because Bates does teach suggest an alias being an address of a server that is 
adapted to translate an address of one of further servers (col 7, lines 25-60; Bates 
discloses that the method of navigate to one or more of a plurality of available targets 
which identified by its storage location URL or filename, path and other manners of 
addressing a document). Moreover, Bates discloses that the method of displaying an 
alias of the hypertext link other than the actual addresses of the server. Therefore, 
Bates meets the claim limitation. 
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In response to G); Applicants argue that Bates does not teach random selection 
of links to be actuated when a link on a web page is selected by a user. In response to 
Applicant's argument, the Patent Office maintains the rejection because Bates does 
teach random selection of links to be actuated when a link on a web page is selected by 
a user (figure 23; col 22, lines 10 - col 23, lines 40; Bates discloses that the method of 
actuated links once the user selected one of the links display on the browser either by 
enter the link or by select the drop down button). Therefore, Bates discloses the claim 
invention such as actuated links on a web page when the user selected the particular 
links. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy 
as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thuong (Tina) Nguyen whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3864, and the fax number is 571-273-3864. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 8:00 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Thuong (Tina) Nguyen 
Patent Examiner/Art Unit 2155 




